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DETAILED ACTION 



1. Claims 1-15 have been examined. Appropriate sections of 35 U.S.C. have been quoted in 
previous Office Actions. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on December 8, 2005 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

3. In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is 
based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so 
long as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the 
applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
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teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). In this case, it is both. Utilizing a router as a communication element was knowledge 
that was generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention 
and Crater et al. is merely an example of this in a similar field of endeavor. The motivation to 
combine is found in column 1, line 67-column 2, lines 1-4 wherein it would have been obvious 
to include a routing function in the communication system between the supervisory device and 
remote operation device because it would allow the efficiently handle the communication 
volumes without reducing transfer speed. 

Applicant's arguments are moot in light of new grounds for rejection, necessitated by 
amendments to the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. Claims 1-5, 7 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by 
Ogushi et al, U.S. Patent Number 6,385,497, in view of Nunn, U.S. Patent Number 6,438,688. 

Regarding claims 1,3, and 4, Ogushi et al. disclose a remote control system for one or 
more semiconductor manufacturing apparatuses capable of accessing a supervisory device (see 
column 2, line 59 - column 3, line 3; claim 15) from a remote operation device through a 
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communication line (see column 3, lines 10-30), that enables the same operations by the remote 
device as those carried out by the supervisory device to be performed on the semiconductor 
manufacturing apparatus(es) (see column 1, lines 35-43; column 4, lines 48-59). 

Although Ogushi et al. disclose data exchange between the supervisory device and the 
remote device (see column 3, lines 46-54; column 4, lines 14-21), they do not explicitly disclose 
the remote operation device replacing operation parameter files of the supervisory device 
through remote control. Nevertheless, Nunn discloses a means for a host computer to remotely 
update and replace a client computer's BIOS utilizing certain command parameters (column 3, 
lines 19-57) wherein the BIOS contain operation information for the computer. [Note: Using the 
specification as a guide for interpreting claim language, operation parameter files are described 
at pg. 15, "possible to replace the programs and the like".] The BIOS is a file stored in ROM 
and is replaced. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to remotely replace files in order to save time and reduce confusion (Nunn, 
4:32-52). 

Regarding claim 2, Ogushi et al. discloses the supervisory device performing user 
authentication on the remote operation device (see column 6, lines 27-32; claims 12 and 13). 

Regarding claims 5 and 13, Ogushi et al. disclose a remote control system for one or 
more semiconductor manufacturing apparatuses comprising a local area network system 
including a host device and one or more semiconductor manufacturing apparatuses (see column 
3, lines 10-14; figure 1); a remote operation device with a communication element accessible to 
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the host device on the semiconductor manufacturing side by way of a communication line (see 
column 3, lines 15-30); on the host device an IP routing function and protocols for remote 
control operation, and a communication element receiving a call incoming from the 
communication line (see column 1, lines 44-57; column 3, lines 31-45; column 4, lines 48-59); 
the host device performing user authentication (see column 6, lines 27-32; claims 12 and 13); the 
remote device remotely controlling and operating the host device, wherein the remote operating 
device enables the same operations as those carried out by the host device (see column 1, lines 
35-43; column 4, lines 48-59). 

Although Ogushi et al. disclose data exchange between the supervisory device and the 
remote device (see column 3, lines 46-54; column 4, lines 14-21), they do not explicitly disclose 
the remote operation device replacing operation parameter files of the supervisory device 
through remote control. Nevertheless, Nunn discloses a means for a host computer to remotely 
update and replace a client computer's BIOS utilizing certain command parameters (column 3, 
lines 19-57) wherein the BIOS contain operation information for the computer. [Note: Using the 
specification as a guide for interpreting claim language, operation parameter files are described 
at pg. 15, "possible to replace the programs and the like".] The BIOS is a file stored in ROM 
and is replaced. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to remotely replace files in order to save time and reduce confusion (Nunn, 
4:32-52). 
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Regarding claim 7, Ogushi et al. disclose that the host device and the remote operation 
device are connected in communication means through a network (see column 1, lines 58-66). 
Thus it is inherent that each includes a terminal adapter as a communication element. 

5. Claims 6, 8-12,14, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ogushi et al. in view of Nunn, as established above, in further view of Crater et al., U.S. Patent 
Number 5,805,442. 

Regarding claim 6, Ogushi et al. and Nunn fail to disclose a modem as a communication 
element. Crater et al., in a similar field of endeavor, do disclose a modem as a communication 
element (column 7, lines 21-28). 

Regarding claim 8, Ogushi et al. disclose a remote control system for one or more 
semiconductor manufacturing apparatuses comprising a local area network system including a 
plurality of host devices and one or more semiconductor manufacturing apparatuses (see column 
3, lines 10-14; figure 1); a remote operation device with a communication element accessible to 
the host devices on the semiconductor manufacturing side by way of a communication line (see 
column 3, lines 15-30); on the host device an IP routing function and protocols for remote 
control operation, and a communication element receiving a call incoming from the 
communication line (see column 1, lines 44-57; column 3, lines 31-45; column 4, lines 48-59); 
the host devices performing user authentication (see column 6, lines 27-32; claims 12 and 13); 
the remote device remotely controlling and operating the host devices, wherein the remote 
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operating device enables the same operations as those carried out by the host device (see column 
1, lines 35-43; column 4, lines 48-59). 

Although Ogushi et al. disclose a plurality of host devices connected with one or more 
semiconductor manufacturing apparatuses, they do not explicitly disclose a router as a 
communication element. Likewise, they do not explicitly disclose a router as the communication 
element of the remote operation device to connect it to the host devices. Nevertheless, Crater et 
al., in a similar field of endeavor, disclose routing to communicate between the hosts and their 
clients, and between the hosts and the remote device (see column 1, line 53 - column 2, line 9; 
column 4, lines 18-29). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have utilized a router to facilitate IP communication in the local area network 
and to the remote device. 

Although Ogushi et al. disclose data exchange between the supervisory device and the 
remote device (see column 3, lines 46-54; column 4, lines 14-21), they do not explicitly disclose 
the remote operation device replacing operation parameter files of the supervisory device 
through remote control. Nevertheless, Nunn discloses a means for a host computer to remotely 
update and replace a client computer's BIOS utilizing certain command parameters (column 3, 
lines 19-57) wherein the BIOS contain operation information for the computer. [Note: Using the 
specification as a guide for interpreting claim language, operation parameter files are described 
at pg. 15, "possible to replace the programs and the like".] The BIOS is a file stored in ROM 
and is replaced. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to remotely replace files in order to save time and reduce confusion (Nunn, 
4:32-52). 
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Regarding claim 9, Ogushi et al. disclose the host devices and the remote devices 
connecting via the internet (see column 1, lines 43 and 51 and 63). 

Regarding claim 10, Ogushi et al. disclose communication line between the host devices 
and the remote device to be the internet (see column 1, lines 43 and 5 1 and 63), which meets the 
limitation of a wide area network. However, they fail to explicitly disclose the communication 
line between the host devices and the-remote device to be a local area network. Nevertheless, 
Crater et al, in a similar field of endeavor, disclose the communication line to be a local area 
network or a wide area network (see column 3, lines 27-33; column 6, lines 7-20). Given these 
teachings it would have been obvious to use the system of Ogushi et al. with a communication 
line that is either a local area network or a wide area network to perform the remote operations 
either internal or external to the organization. 

Regarding claim 1 1, Ogushi et al. disclose a remote control system for one or more 
semiconductor manufacturing apparatuses comprising a local area network system including a 
plurality of host devices and one or more semiconductor manufacturing apparatuses (see column 
3, lines 10-14; column 7, lines 1 1-34; figure 1); an access server as its communication element 
connected with the host devices (see claims 20 and 21); a plurality of remote operation devices 
with a plurality of communication elements accessible to the host devices on the semiconductor 
manufacturing side by way of a communication network (see column 7, lines 1 1-34; column 3, 
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lines 15-30); on the host devices an IP routing function and protocols for remote control 
operation (see column 1, lines 44-57; column 3, lines 31-45; column 4 5 lines 48-59); the host 
devices performing user authentication (see column 6, lines 27-32; claims 12 and 13); the remote 
device remotely controlling and operating the host devices (see column 1, lines 35-43; column 4, 
lines 48-59). 

Ogushi et al. do not explicitly disclose the use of a plurality of communication networks 
to connect between the host devices and the remote devices. However, Crater et al. present a 
plurality of communication networks by which to connect the devices, and their respective 
communication elements (see column 6, lines 50-58; column 7, lines 22-28). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to make available a plurality of communication 
networks to allow access in a plurality of ways. 

Although Ogushi et al. disclose data exchange between the supervisory device and the 
remote device (see column 3, lines 46-54; column 4, lines 14-21), they do not explicitly disclose 
the remote operation device replacing operation parameter files of the supervisory device 
through remote control. Nevertheless, Nunn discloses a means for a host computer to remotely 
update and replace a client computer's BIOS utilizing certain command parameters (column 3, 
lines 19-57) wherein the BIOS contain operation information for the computer. [Note: Using the 
specification as a guide for interpreting claim language, operation parameter files are described 
at pg. 15, "possible to replace the programs and the like",] The BIOS is a file stored in ROM 
and is replaced. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to remotely replace files in order to save time and reduce confusion (Nunn, 
4:32-52). 
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Regarding claim 12, Ogushi et al. do not explicitly disclose the use of a plurality of 
communication networks to connect between the host devices and the remote devices. However, 
Crater et al. present a plurality of communication networks, including a public telephone 
network, the internet, and a local area network, by which to connect the devices, and their 
respective communication elements (see column 6, lines 50-58; column 7, lines 22-28). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to make available a plurality of 
communication networks to allow access in a plurality of ways. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristin Derwich whose telephone number is 571-272-7958. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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